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Reply to Office Action of August 23, 2005 

REMARKS 

The present invention relates to a thermoplastic resin composition having excellent 
flame retardancy and impact strength, which gives rise to a molded article thereof having 
good appearance. 

The rejection of Claims 1-8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over US 6,727,312 (US 312) in 
view of US 6,001,929 (US '929) is respectfully traversed. 

Applicant notes that US 312 does not disclose or suggest the requirement (C) of 
Claim 1, 7, and 8. It is noted that US '929 discloses silica as suitable inorganic filler (see US 
'929 at coL 6, line 3). But US '929 neither discloses nor suggests the requirement (C) in 
Claims 1, 7, and 8. Therefore, Claims 1, 7, and 8 are distinguishable fi-om the combined 
disclosures of US '312 and US '929. Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
consider the statement and evidence of criticality for the requirement (C), which can be found 
in the present Specification. 

The Examiner's attention is directed a statement of criticality for the to page 12, lines 

6-11, which reads as follows: 

When the amount of the fine silica exceeds 5 mass %, sufficient flame 
retardancy is imable to be obtained. Additionally, the impact resistance is 
lowered and the appearance becomes no good. When the amount of the fine 
silica is below 0.1 mass %, on the other hand, it is impossible to obtain good 
drop-preventing effect. 

This statement of criticality should also be considered in view of the data on page 21 
of the present Specification. The Examiner's attention is also directed to pages 19-20 for 
explanations of the Table terms. 
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It is noted that Table 1 shows the compositional makeup, while Table 2 shows the 

evaluated properties of the resultant compositions. It is also noted that Silica- 1 and Silica-2 

have average particle sizes that fall within the claimed range (17 nm and 20 nm), while 

Silica-3 has an average particle size that falls outside of the claimed range (16 |xm). In this 

regard, the Examiner's attention is directed to Comparative Examples 2-3 in which the 

compositions contain a silica having the claimed particle size, but outside of the claimed 

compositional range of 0.1 to 5 mass% (i.e., no silica (CE 2) or too mucli silica (CE 3)). The 

Examiner's attention is also directed to Comparative Example 4 (silica wrong size), in which 

the compositions have a silica particle whose size falls outside of the claimed range (cf. 16 

jxm). 

Inspection of the evaluated results shows that: 

(1) when there is no silica (Comp. Ex. 2), composition exhibits a reduction of 
flame retardancy; 

(2) when there is too much siHca (Comp. Ex. 3), the composition exhibits a 
reduction in impact strength and flame retardancy, grains are present, and 
an increase in haze; and finally 

(3) when the silica particle size is too large (Comp. Ex. 4), the composition 
exhibits a reduction in impact strength and flame retardancy, grains are 
present, and an increase in haze. 

In view of these considerations, coupled with the fact that the claimed composition 
and process for making the same are distinguishable over the disclosures of US '312 and US 
'929, it is respectfully requested that the Examiner withdraw this rejection. 
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In light of the amendments to the Claims and the remarks contained herewith, it is 

believed that the present application is now in a condition for allowance. Should the 

Examiner deem that a personal or telephonic interview would be helpful in advancing this 

application toward allowance, he is encouraged to contact Applicant's undersigned 

representative at the below-listed telephone number. 



Respectfully submitted, 



OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 
Norman F. Obion 



Customer Number 



22850 




Tel: (703)413-3000 
Fax: (703)413 -2220 
(OSMMN 06/04) 
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